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DETAILED ACTION 



The Amendments and Applicant arguments submitted on 05/18/2009 have been 
received and its contents have been carefully considered. 

Claims 4, 8, 12, and 14 are cancelled. 

Claims 1-3, 5-7, 9-11, 13, and 16-19 are presented for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1, 5, 9, 13, 16, 17, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

3. In regards to the above listed claims the applicant claims that the injection 
amount control means "increases or decreases the fuel injection amount from the 
injection amount for stoichiometric operation by a predetermined amount at a frequency 
outside the range of human perception". This statement is indefinite, as there is no 
teaching within the claims or the specification as to exactly what frequency would be 
outside the range of human perception. The examiner further submits that "the range of 
human perception" would vary from person to person not only based on individual 
differences (different levels of hearing, motion perception, etc.), but on what a person 
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may be doing at the time within the cabin of the car, so it is questionable whether a 
specific frequency may be within the range of one persons perception while being 
outside of the range of perception of another person. "Human perception" is a variable 
value, and thus unless a defined limit to the frequency can be established (Example: X 
amount of cycles per second), this limitation is considered to be indefinite and is thus 
given no patentable weight. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1-3, 5-7, 9-1 1,13, and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Shomura (US Patent No. 6,1 70,465 B1 ) in view of Ishikawa et 
al. (US Patent No. 6,975,934 B2), Mashiki (US Patent No. 6,176,220 B1), Sugiyama et 
al. (US Patent 6,792,901 B2), and further in view of Maloney (US Patent 6,481 ,273 B2). 

6. In Re claims 1-3, Shomura discloses 

a. An injection amount control means for changing a fuel injection amount 
from an injection amount for stoichiometric operation to either an increased 
amount or a decreased amount (Fig. 1 , item 23, Column 7, Lines 36-43, and 
Lines 54-62) 
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b. A computation means for determining the amount of a torque or rotation 
speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount is changed by the 
injection amount control means (Fig. 1, item 39, Column 7, Lines 54-62 and 
Column 8, Lines 10-14) 

c. that the various detected values detected by the various sensors, or the 
values stored in the control unit could be output to the vehicle's tachometer or 
other such device (Column 14, Lines 38-67) 

d. that the rotation speed change is stored in the control unit (Column 10, 
Lines 17-22), therefore it is a value capable of being output 

7. With regards to the "injection amount control means for changing a fuel injection 
amount from an injection amount for stoichiometric operation to either an increased 
amount or a decreased amount" within claim 1, this limitation meets the three prong test 
per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 USC 1 12 6 th paragraph. The "injection amount 
control means for changing a fuel injection amount from an injection amount for 
stoichiometric operation to either an increased amount or a decreased amount" is 
explained on Page 29, Lines 3-14 and Fig. 1, item 18 in the specification. Shomura 
teaches a means for changing the fuel injection amount (Column 7, Lines 36-43, and 
Lines 54-62). The method taught by Shomura is considered to be equivalent because it 
performs the same function in substantially the same way and produces substantially 
the same result as the corresponding element in the applicant's specification. 

8. With regards to the "computation means for determining the amount of a torque 
or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount is changed by the 
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injection amount control means" within claim 1, this limitation meets the three prong test 
per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 USC 1 12 6 th paragraph. The "computation 
means for determining the amount of a torque or rotation speed change that occurs 
when the fuel injection amount is changed by the injection amount control means" is 
explained on Page 29, Lines 15-21 in the specification. Shomura teaches a means for 
determining the rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount is 
changed (Column 7, Lines 54-62 and Column 8, Lines 10-14). The method taught by 
Shomura is considered to be equivalent because it performs the same function in 
substantially the same way and produces substantially the same result as the 
corresponding element in the applicant's specification. 

9. With regards to the "output means for outputting the torque or rotation speed 
change amount determined by the computation means as an index value that indicates 
the degree of intake air amount variation among the cylinders" within claim 1 , this 
limitation meets the three prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 USC 112 
6 th paragraph. The "output means for outputting the torque or rotation speed change 
amount determined by the computation means as an index value that indicates the 
degree of intake air amount variation among the cylinders" is explained on Page 30, 
Lines 9-26 in the specification. 

1 0. Shomura does not disclose output means for outputting the torque or rotation 
speed change amount determined by the computation means as an index value that 
indicates the degree of intake air amount variation among the cylinders 
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1 1 . However, Ishikawa et al. acknowledge that the variation in air intake amount can 
be detected or corrected based on the engine torque or rotational speed variation 
resulting from a change in fuel injection amount (Column 1, Line 64 through Column 2 
Line 40) 

12. Therefore it would have been obvious to modify the system disclosed by 
Shomura with the use of torque or rotation speed change amount as an index value that 
indicates the degree of intake air amount variation as disclosed by Ishikawa et al. in 
order to precisely control torque variation within the engine. 

1 3. Shomura/lshikawa et al. do not disclose the comparison and judgment means as 
set forth in the claim. 

14. However, Mashiki discloses 

a. comparison means for comparing a predetermined reference value with 
the amount of a change that occurs when the injection amount control means 
changes the fuel injection amount from the injection amount for stoichiometric 
operation (Column 10, Lines 58-63; and Column 14, Lines 5-26); 

b. and judgment means, which, when comparing the change to the reference 
value, judges that a permissible level is exceeded by the air intake amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 10, Line 65 through Column 11, Line 
17). 

15. The examiner notes that Mashiki compares the predetermined reference value 
(dlnv - C1 ) to the amount of change that occurred (din), and judges that a permissible 
torque variation is exceeded as evidenced by the subsequent change in fuel injection 
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amount (Column 1 1 , Lines 1 5-1 7). As has already been discussed, Ishikawa discloses 
that it is common knowledge in the art that excess torque variation is linked to air intake 
variation, thus in judging that excess torque variation has been exceeded, Mashiki 
judges that a permissible level of intake air amount variation is exceeded. 

16. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the system of Shomura/lshikawa with the 
system disclosed by Mashiki in order to make adjustments to the fuel injection amount 
only when an excessive amount of air amount variation among cylinders occurs. 

17. Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki do not disclose the conversion means as set forth in 
the claims. 

18. However Sugiyama et al. disclose a control system with the claimed conversion 
means for converting the intake air amount variations among the cylinders to intake 
valve operating angle variations among the cylinders and/or intake valve lift amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 1 , Lines 44-55) 

1 9. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by 
Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki with the operating angle conversion means disclosed by 
Sugiyama et al in order to accurately adjust the intake air amounts in each cylinder of 
the engine. 

20. Shomura/lshikawa et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. do not disclose computation 
means extracts a change component having the same frequency as a fuel injection 
amount change frequency etc. 
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21 . However, filtering process is common knowledge in the art, as is evidenced by 
Maloney, who discloses the claimed response filtering process (Column 1 , Line 45 
through Column 2, Line 2). 

22. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made the modify the system disclosed by Shomura/lshikawa 
et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. with the filtering process disclosed by Maloney in order to 
get a more accurate assessment of change in torque as a result of a single fuel 
injection. 

23. In Re claims 5-7, Shomura discloses 

a. An injection amount control means for changing a fuel injection amount for 
a particular one of the cylinders from an injection amount for stoichiometric 
operation to either an increased amount or a decreased amount (Column 7, 
Lines 36-43 and Lines 54-62, Column 10, Lines 61-67) 

b. A computation means for determining the amount of a torque or rotation 
speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the particular 
cylinder is changed by the injection amount control means (Column 7, Lines 54- 
62 and Column 8, Lines 10-14) 

c. that the various detected values detected by the various sensors, or the 
values stored in the control unit could be output to the vehicle's tachometer or 
other such device (Column 14, Lines 38-67) 

d. that the rotation speed change is stored in the control unit (Column 10, 
Lines 17-22), therefore it is a value capable of being output 
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24. With regards to the "An injection amount control means for changing a fuel 
injection amount for a particular one of the cylinders from an injection amount for 
stoichiometric operation to either an increased amount or a decreased amount" within 
claim 1, this limitation meets the three prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 
35 USC 1 12 6 th paragraph. The "injection amount control means for changing a fuel 
injection amount from an injection amount for stoichiometric operation to either an 
increased amount or a decreased amount" is explained on Page 35, Lines 3-18 and 
Fig. 1 , item 18 in the specification. Shomura teaches a means for changing the fuel 
injection amount (Column 7, Lines 36-43, and Lines 54-62). The method taught by 
Shomura is considered to be equivalent because it performs the same function in 
substantially the same way and produces substantially the same result as the 
corresponding element in the applicant's specification. 

25. With regards to the "computation means for determining the amount of a torque 
or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the particular 
cylinder is changed by the injection amount control means" within claim 1 , this limitation 
meets the three prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 USC 1 12 6 th 
paragraph. The "computation means for determining the amount of a torque or rotation 
speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the particular cylinder is 
changed by the injection amount control means" is explained on Page 35, Lines 19-22 
in the specification. Shomura teaches a means for determining the rotation speed 
change that occurs when the fuel injection amount is changed (Column 7, Lines 54-62 
and Column 8, Lines 10-14). The method taught by Shomura is considered to be 
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equivalent because it performs the same function in substantially the same way and 
produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in the applicant's 
specification. 

26. With regards to the "output means for outputting the torque or rotation speed 
change amount determined by the computation means as an index value that indicates 
the degree of intake air amount variation in the particular cylinder" within claim 1 , this 
limitation meets the three prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 USC 112 
6 th paragraph. The "output means for outputting the torque or rotation speed change 
amount determined by the computation means as an index value that indicates the 
degree of intake air amount variation in the particular cylinder" is explained on Page 36, 
Lines 1-21 in the specification. 

27. Shomura does not disclose output means for outputting the torque or rotation 
speed change amount determined by the computation means as an index value that 
indicates the degree of intake air amount variation in the particular cylinder. 

28. However, Ishikawa et al. acknowledge that the variation in air intake amount can 
be detected or corrected based on the engine torque or rotational speed variation 
resulting from a change in fuel injection amount (Column 1, Line 64 through Column 2 
Line 40). 

29. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified system disclosed by Shomura with 
the information disclosed by Ishikawa et al. to arrive at an output means for outputting 
torque or rotation speed change amount determined by the computation means as an 
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index value that indicates the degree of intake air amount variation in the particular 
cylinder, with the purpose in mind of adjusting the intake air in accordance with the 
torque variation (Ishikawa, Col. 2, line 36-41). 

30. Furthermore, Shomura/lshikawa et al. do not disclose the comparison and 
judgment means as set forth in the claim. 

31 . However, Mashiki discloses 

a. comparison means for comparing a predetermined reference value with 
the amount of a change that occurs when the injection amount control means 
changes the fuel injection amount from the injection amount for stoichiometric 
operation (Column 10, Lines 58-63; and Column 14, Lines 5-26)); 

b. and judgment means, which, when comparing the change to the reference 
value, judges that a permissible level is exceeded by the air intake amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 10, Line 65 through Column 11, Line 
17). 

32. The examiner notes that Mashiki compares the predetermined reference value 
(dlnv - C1 ) to the amount of change that occurred (din), and judges that a permissible 
torque variation is exceeded as evidenced by the subsequent change in fuel injection 
amount (Column 11, Lines 15-17). As has already been discussed, Ishikawa discloses 
that it is common knowledge in the art that excess torque variation is linked to air intake 
variation, thus in judging that excess torque variation has been exceeded, Mashiki 
judges that a permissible level of intake air amount variation is exceeded. 
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33. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the system of Shomura/lshikawa with the 
system disclosed by Mashiki in order to make adjustments to the fuel injection amount 
only when an excessive amount of air amount variation among cylinders occurs. 

34. Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki do not disclose the conversion means as set forth in 
the claims. 

35. However Sugiyama et al. disclose a control system with the claimed conversion 
means for converting the intake air amount variations among the cylinders to intake 
valve operating angle variations among the cylinders and/or intake valve lift amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 1, Lines 44-55) 

36. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by 
Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki with the operating angle conversion means disclosed by 
Sugiyama et al in order to accurately adjust the intake air amounts in each cylinder of 
the engine. 

37. Shomura/lshikawa et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. do not disclose computation 
means extracts a change component having the same frequency as a fuel injection 
amount change frequency etc. 

38. However, filtering process is common knowledge in the art, as is evidenced by 
Maloney, who discloses the claimed response filtering process (Column 1, Line 45 
through Column 2, Line 2). 
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39. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made the modify the system disclosed by Shomura/lshikawa 
et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. with the filtering process disclosed by Maloney in order to 
get a more accurate assessment of change in torque as a result of a single fuel 
injection. 

40. In Re claims 9-1 1 , Shomura discloses 

a. An injection amount control means for changing a fuel injection amount 
from an injection amount for stoichiometric operation to either an increased 
amount or a decreased amount (Column 7, Lines 36-43 and Lines 54-62, 
Column 10, Lines 61-67) 

b. A computation means for determining on an individual cylinder basis the 
amount of a torque or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection 
amount is changed by the injection amount control means (Column 7, Lines 54- 
62 and Column 8, Lines 10-14) 

c. that the various detected values detected by the various sensors, or the 
values stored in the control unit could be output to the vehicle's tachometer or 
other such device (Column 14, Lines 38-67) 

d. that the rotation speed change is stored in the control unit (Column 10, 
Lines 17-22), therefore it is a value capable of being output 

41 . With regards to the "injection amount control means for changing a fuel injection 
amount for a particular one of the cylinders from an injection amount for stoichiometric 
operation to either an increased amount or a decreased amount" within claim 1 , this 
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limitation meets the three prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 USC 112 
6 th paragraph. The "injection amount control means for changing a fuel injection 
amount from an injection amount for stoichiometric operation to either an increased 
amount or a decreased amount" is explained on Page 41 , Lines 5-7 and Fig. 1 , item 1 8 
in the specification. Shomura teaches a means for changing the fuel injection amount 
(Column 7, Lines 36-43, and Lines 54-62). The method taught by Shomura is 
considered to be equivalent because it performs the same function in substantially the 
same way and produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in 
the applicant's specification. 

42. With regards to the "computation means for determining on an individual cylinder 
basis the amount of a torque or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel 
injection amount is changed by the injection amount control means" within claim 1, this 
limitation meets the three prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 USC 112 
6 th paragraph. The "computation means for determining on an individual cylinder basis 
the amount of a torque or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection 
amount is changed by the injection amount control means" is explained on Page 41 , 
Lines 11-14 in the specification. Shomura teaches a means for determining the rotation 
speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount is changed (Column 7, Lines 
54-62 and Column 8, Lines 10-14). The method taught by Shomura is considered to be 
equivalent because it performs the same function in substantially the same way and 
produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in the applicant's 
specification. 
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43. With regards to the "output means for outputting the torque or rotation speed 
change amount determined by the computation means as an index value that indicates 
the degree of intake air amount variation in an individual cylinder" within claim 1 , this 
limitation meets the three prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 USC 112 
6 th paragraph. The "output means for outputting the torque or rotation speed change 
amount determined by the computation means as an index value that indicates the 
degree of intake air amount variation in an individual cylinder" is explained on Page 41 , 
Lines 25 through Page 42, Line 22 in the specification. 

44. Shomura does not disclose output means for outputting the torque or rotation 
speed change amount determined by the computation means as an index value that 
indicates the degree of intake air amount variation in an individual cylinder. 

45. However, Ishikawa et al. acknowledge that the variation in air intake amount can 
be detected or corrected based on the engine torque or rotational speed variation 
resulting from a change in fuel injection amount (Column 1, Line 64 through Column 2 
Line 24). 

46. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified system disclosed by Shomura with 
the information disclosed by Ishikawa et al. to arrive at an output means for outputting 
torque or rotation speed change amount determined by the computation means as an 
index value that indicates the degree of intake air amount variation in an individual 
cylinder, with the purpose in mind of adjusting the intake air in accordance with the 
torque variation (Ishikawa, Col. 2, line 36-41). 
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47. Furthermore, Shomura/lshikawa et al. do not disclose the comparison and 
judgment means as set forth in the claim. 

48. However, Mashiki discloses 

a. comparison means for comparing a predetermined reference value with 
the amount of a change that occurs when the injection amount control means 
changes the fuel injection amount from the injection amount for stoichiometric 
operation (Column 10, Lines 58-63; and Column 14, Lines 5-26)); 

b. and judgment means, which, when comparing the change to the reference 
value, judges that a permissible level is exceeded by the air intake amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 10, Line 65 through Column 11, Line 
17). 

49. The examiner notes that Mashiki compares the predetermined reference value 
(dlnv - C1 ) to the amount of change that occurred (din), and judges that a permissible 
torque variation is exceeded as evidenced by the subsequent change in fuel injection 
amount (Column 11, Lines 15-17). As has already been discussed, Ishikawa discloses 
that it is common knowledge in the art that excess torque variation is linked to air intake 
variation, thus in judging that excess torque variation has been exceeded, Mashiki 
judges that a permissible level of intake air amount variation is exceeded. 

50. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the system of Shomura/lshikawa with the 
system disclosed by Mashiki in order to make adjustments to the fuel injection amount 
only when an excessive amount of air amount variation among cylinders occurs. 
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51 . Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki do not disclose the conversion means as set forth in 
the claims. 

52. However Sugiyama et al. disclose a control system with the claimed conversion 
means for converting the intake air amount variations among the cylinders to intake 
valve operating angle variations among the cylinders and/or intake valve lift amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 1, Lines 44-55) 

53. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by 
Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki with the operating angle conversion means disclosed by 
Sugiyama et al in order to accurately adjust the intake air amounts in each cylinder of 
the engine. 

54. Shomura/lshikawa et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. do not disclose computation 
means extracts a change component having the same frequency as a fuel injection 
amount change frequency etc. 

55. However, filtering process is common knowledge in the art, as is evidenced by 
Maloney, who discloses the claimed response filtering process (Column 1 , Line 45 
through Column 2, Line 2). 

56. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made the modify the system disclosed by Shomura/lshikawa 
et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. with the filtering process disclosed by Maloney in order to 
get a more accurate assessment of change in torque as a result of a single fuel 
injection. 
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57. In Re claim 13, Shomura discloses: 

a. first injection amount control means for changing the fuel injection amount 
for a particular one of the cylinders from an injection amount for stoichiometric 
operation to an increased amount (Fig. 1, item 23, Column 7, Lines 36-43, and 
Lines 54-62) 

b. output means for outputting the torque or rotation speed change amount 
determined by the first computation means and the torque or rotation speed 
change amount determined by the second computation means as index values 
that indicate the degree of intake air amount variation in the particular cylinder 
(see claim 1 rejection above) 

58. Shomura does not disclose: 

a. first computation means for determining the amount of a torque or rotation 
speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the particular 
cylinder is changed by the first injection amount control means 

b. second injection amount control means, which, when the torque or rotation 
speed change amount determined by the first computation means is not greater 
than a predetermined reference value, decreases the fuel injection amount for 
the particular cylinder from the injection amount for stoichiometric operation 

c. second computation means for determining the amount of a torque or 
rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the 
particular cylinder is changed by the second injection amount control means ( 

59. However, Mashiki discloses: 



Application/Control Number: 10/589,898 Page 19 

Art Unit: 3747 

a. first computation means for determining the amount of a torque or rotation 
speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the particular 
cylinder is changed by the first injection amount control means (Column 9, Lines 
54-58) 

b. second injection amount control means, which, when the torque or rotation 
speed change amount determined by the first computation means is not greater 
than a predetermined reference value, decreases the fuel injection amount for 
the particular cylinder from the injection amount for stoichiometric operation 
(Column 1 0, Line 58 through Column 1 1 , Line 1 7) 

c. second computation means for determining the amount of a torque or 
rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the 
particular cylinder is changed by the second injection amount control means 
(Column 9, Lines 22-29) 

60. With regards to the "first computation means for determining the amount of a 
torque or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the 
particular cylinder is changed by the first injection amount control means" within claim 1 , 
this limitation meets the three prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 35 USC 
1 12 6 th paragraph. The "first computation means for determining the amount of a torque 
or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the particular 
cylinder is changed by the first injection amount control means" is explained on Page 
55, Line 26 through Page 56, Line 1 in the specification. Mashiki teaches a means for 
determining the amount of a torque or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel 
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injection amount for the particular cylinder is changed by the first injection amount 
control means (Column 9, Lines 54-58). The method taught by Mashiki is considered to 
be equivalent because it performs the same function in substantially the same way and 
produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in the applicant's 
specification. 

61 . With regards to the "second injection amount control means, which, when the 
torque or rotation speed change amount determined by the first computation means is 
not greater than a predetermined reference value, decreases the fuel injection amount 
for the particular cylinder from the injection amount for stoichiometric operation" within 
claim 1, this limitation meets the three prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 
35 USC 1 12 6 th paragraph. The "second injection amount control means, which, when 
the torque or rotation speed change amount determined by the first computation means 
is not greater than a predetermined reference value, decreases the fuel injection 
amount for the particular cylinder from the injection amount for stoichiometric operation" 
is explained on Page 57, Lines 1 1-16 in the specification. Mashiki teaches a means, 
which, when the torque or rotation speed change amount determined by the first 
computation means is not greater than a predetermined reference value, decreases the 
fuel injection amount for the particular cylinder from the injection amount for 
stoichiometric operation (Column 10, Line 58 through Column 11, Line 17). The method 
taught by Mashiki is considered to be equivalent because it performs the same function 
in substantially the same way and produces substantially the same result as the 
corresponding element in the applicant's specification. 
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62. With regards to the "second computation means for determining the amount of a 
torque or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the 
particular cylinder is changed by the second injection amount control means" within 
claim 1, this limitation meets the three prong test per MPEP 2181 and thereby invokes 
35 USC 1 12 6 th paragraph. The "second computation means for determining the 
amount of a torque or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount 
for the particular cylinder is changed by the second injection amount control means" is 
explained on Page 57, Lines 16-18 in the specification. Mashiki teaches a means for 
determining the amount of a torque or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel 
injection amount for the particular cylinder is changed by the second injection amount 
control means (Column 9, Lines 22-29). The method taught by Mashiki is considered to 
be equivalent because it performs the same function in substantially the same way and 
produces substantially the same result as the corresponding element in the applicant's 
specification. 

63. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified system disclosed by Shomura with 
the invention disclosed by Mashiki to arrive at the current invention. 

64. Furthermore, Shomura/lshikawa et al. do not disclose the comparison and 
judgment means as set forth in the claim. 

65. However, Mashiki discloses 

a. comparison means for comparing a predetermined reference value with 
the amount of a change that occurs when the injection amount control means 
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changes the fuel injection amount from the injection amount for stoichiometric 
operation (Column 10, Lines 58-63); 

b. and judgment means, which, when comparing the change to the reference 
value, judges that a permissible level is exceeded by the air intake amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 10, Line 65 through Column 11, Line 
17). 

66. The examiner notes that Mashiki compares the predetermined reference value 
(dlnv - C1 ) to the amount of change that occurred (din), and judges that a permissible 
torque variation is exceeded as evidenced by the subsequent change in fuel injection 
amount (Column 11, Lines 15-17). As has already been discussed, Ishikawa discloses 
that it is common knowledge in the art that excess torque variation is linked to air intake 
variation, thus in judging that excess torque variation has been exceeded, Mashiki 
judges that a permissible level of intake air amount variation is exceeded. 

67. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the system of Shomura/lshikawa with the 
system disclosed by Mashiki in order to make adjustments to the fuel injection amount 
only when an excessive amount of air amount variation among cylinders occurs. 

68. Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki do not disclose the conversion means as set forth in 
the claims. 

69. However Sugiyama et al. disclose a control system with the claimed conversion 
means for converting the intake air amount variations among the cylinders to intake 
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valve operating angle variations among the cylinders and/or intake valve lift amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 1, Lines 44-55) 

70. Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by 
Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki with the operating angle conversion means disclosed by 
Sugiyama et al in order to accurately adjust the intake air amounts in each cylinder of 
the engine. 

71 . Shomura/lshikawa et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. do not disclose computation 
means extracts a change component having the same frequency as a fuel injection 
amount change frequency etc. 

72. However, filtering process is common knowledge in the art, as is evidenced by 
Maloney, who discloses the claimed response filtering process (Column 1, Line 45 
through Column 2, Line 2). 

73. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made the modify the system disclosed by Shomura/lshikawa 
et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. with the filtering process disclosed by Maloney in order to 
get a more accurate assessment of change in torque as a result of a single fuel 
injection. 

74. In Re claims 16-18, Shomura discloses 

a. An injection amount control unit for changing a fuel injection amount from 
an injection amount for stoichiometric operation to either an increased amount or 
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a decreased amount in a particular cylinder, or on an individual cylinder basis 
(Column 5, Lines 24-26, and Column 7, Lines 17-30) 

b. A computation unit for determining on an individual cylinder basis the 
amount of a torque or rotation speed change that occurs when the fuel injection 
amount is changed by the injection amount control means in a particular cylinder, 
or on an individual cylinder basis (Column 8, Lines 10-14) 

c. An output unit for outputting the torque or rotation speed change amount 
determined by the computation unit as an index value that indicates the degree 
of intake air amount variations among the cylinders (Column 14, Lines 38-67) 

75. Shomura does not disclose the comparison and judgment units as set forth in the 
claim. 

76. However, Mashiki discloses 

a. a comparison unit for comparing a predetermined reference value with the 
amount of a change that occurs when the injection amount control means 
changes the fuel injection amount from the injection amount for stoichiometric 
operation (Column 10, Lines 58-63); 

b. and a judgment unit, which, when comparing the change to the reference 
value, judges that a permissible level is exceeded by the air intake amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 10, Line 65 through Column 11, Line 
17). 

77. The examiner notes that Mashiki compares the predetermined reference value 
(dlnv - C1 ) to the amount of change that occurred (din), and judges that a permissible 
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torque variation is exceeded as evidenced by the subsequent change in fuel injection 
amount (Column 11, Lines 15-17). As has already been discussed, Ishikawa discloses 
that it is common knowledge in the art that excess torque variation is linked to air intake 
variation, thus in judging that excess torque variation has been exceeded, Mashiki 
judges that a permissible level of intake air amount variation is exceeded. 

78. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the system of Shomura/lshikawa with the 
system disclosed by Mashiki in order to make adjustments to the fuel injection amount 
only when an excessive amount of air amount variation among cylinders occurs. 

79. Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki do not disclose the conversion means as set forth in 
the claims. 

80. However Sugiyama et al. disclose a control system with the claimed conversion 
means for converting the intake air amount variations among the cylinders to intake 
valve operating angle variations among the cylinders and/or intake valve lift amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 1, Lines 44-55) 

81 . Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by 
Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki with the operating angle conversion means disclosed by 
Sugiyama et al in order to accurately adjust the intake air amounts in each cylinder of 
the engine. 
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82. Shomura/lshikawa et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. do not disclose computation 
means extracts a change component having the same frequency as a fuel injection 
amount change frequency etc. 

83. However, filtering process is common knowledge in the art, as is evidenced by 
Maloney, who discloses the claimed response filtering process (Column 1 , Line 45 
through Column 2, Line 2). 

84. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made the modify the system disclosed by Shomura/lshikawa 
et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. with the filtering process disclosed by Maloney in order to 
get a more accurate assessment of change in torque as a result of a single fuel 
injection. 

85. In Re claim 19, Shomura discloses: 

a. first injection amount control unit for changing the fuel injection amount for 
a particular one of the cylinders from an injection amount for stoichiometric 
operation to an increased amount (Column 5, Lines 24-26, and Column 7, Lines 
17-30) 

b. output unit for outputting the torque or rotation speed change amount 
determined by the first computation means and the torque or rotation speed 
change amount determined by the second computation means as index values 
that indicate the degree of intake air amount variation in the particular cylinder 
(Column 14, Lines 38-67) 

86. Shomura does not disclose: 
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a. first computation unit for determining the amount of a torque or rotation 
speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the particular 
cylinder is changed by the first injection amount control means 

b. second injection amount control unit, which, when the torque or rotation 
speed change amount determined by the first computation means is not greater 
than a predetermined reference value, decreases the fuel injection amount for 
the particular cylinder from the injection amount for stoichiometric operation 

c. second computation unit for determining the amount of a torque or rotation 
speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the particular 
cylinder is changed by the second injection amount control means ( 

87. However, Mashiki discloses: 

a. first computation unit for determining the amount of a torque or rotation 
speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the particular 
cylinder is changed by the first injection amount control means (Column 8, Lines 
60-65) 

b. second injection amount control unit, which, when the torque or rotation 
speed change amount determined by the first computation means is not greater 
than a predetermined reference value, decreases the fuel injection amount for 
the particular cylinder from the injection amount for stoichiometric operation 
(Column 8, Lines 38-42) 

c. second computation unit for determining the amount of a torque or rotation 
speed change that occurs when the fuel injection amount for the particular 
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cylinder is changed by the second injection amount control means (Column 8, 
Lines 60-65) 

d. a comparison unit for comparing a predetermined reference value with the 
amount of a change that occurs when the injection amount control means 
changes the fuel injection amount from the injection amount for stoichiometric 
operation (Column 10, Lines 58-63); 

e. a judgment unit, which, when comparing the change to the reference 
value, judges that a permissible level is exceeded by the air intake amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 10, Line 65 through Column 11, Line 
17). 

88. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to have modified system disclosed by Shomura with 
the invention disclosed by Mashiki to arrive at the current invention. 

89. Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki do not disclose the conversion means as set forth in 
the claims. 

90. However Sugiyama et al. disclose a control system with the claimed conversion 
means for converting the intake air amount variations among the cylinders to intake 
valve operating angle variations among the cylinders and/or intake valve lift amount 
variations among the cylinders (Column 1, Lines 44-55) 

91 . Therefore it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the system disclosed by 
Shomura/lshikawa/Mashiki with the operating angle conversion means disclosed by 
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Sugiyama et al in order to accurately adjust the intake air amounts in each cylinder of 
the engine. 

92. Shomura/lshikawa et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. do not disclose computation 
means extracts a change component having the same frequency as a fuel injection 
amount change frequency etc. 

93. However, filtering process is common knowledge in the art, as is evidenced by 
Maloney, who discloses the claimed response filtering process (Column 1 , Line 45 
through Column 2, Line 2). 

94. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made the modify the system disclosed by Shomura/lshikawa 
et al./Mashiki/Sugiyama et al. with the filtering process disclosed by Maloney in order to 
get a more accurate assessment of change in torque as a result of a single fuel 
injection. 

Response to Arguments 

95. Applicant's arguments with respect to the claims 1 , 5, 9, 1 3, 1 6, 1 7, 1 8, and 1 9 
regarding Yomogida and the "frequency outside the range of human perception" have 
been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection (see 112 
rejection above). 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to SIZO B. VILAKAZI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3926. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F: 10:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen K. Cronin can be reached on (571) 272-4536. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/SIZO B VILAKAZI/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3747 



/Stephen K. Cronin/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3747 



